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Abstract:  Toll-like Receptors (TLRs) sense viral infections and induce production of 
type  I interferons (IFNs), other cytokines, and chemokines. Viral recognition by TLRs 
and other pattern recognition receptors (PRRs) has been proven to be cell-type specific. 
Triggering of TLRs with selected ligands can be beneficial against some viral infections. 
Macrophages are antigen-presenting cells that express TLRs and have a key role in the 
innate and adaptive immunity against viruses. Coronaviruses (CoVs) are single-stranded, 
positive-sense RNA viruses that cause acute and chronic infections and can productively 
infect macrophages. Investigation of the interplay between CoVs and PRRs is in its 
infancy. We assessed the effect of triggering TLR2, TLR3, TLR4, and TLR7 with selected 
ligands on the susceptibility of the J774A.1 macrophage cell line to infection with murine 
coronavirus (mouse hepatitis virus, [MHV]). Stimulation of TLR2, TLR4, or TLR7   
did not affect MHV production. In contrast, pre-stimulation of TLR3 with   
polyinosinic-polycytidylic acid (poly I:C) hindered MHV infection through induction of 
IFN-β in macrophages. We demonstrate that activation of TLR3 with the synthetic ligand 
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poly I:C mediates antiviral immunity that diminishes (MHV-A59) or suppresses   
(MHV-JHM, MHV-3) virus production in macrophages. 
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1. Introduction 
Coronaviruses (CoVs), a genus in the Coronaviridae family, order Nidovirales, are emerging RNA 
pathogens of many animal species, including humans [1]. Currently there are no approved treatments 
or completely successful vaccines against CoV infections. Mice infected with different strains of 
Mouse Hepatitis Virus (MHV), the prototype of betacoronaviruses, provide animal models for human 
diseases. The neurotropic strains, MHV-JHM and MHV-A59, are commonly used to study viral 
encephalitis and virus-induced chronic demyelination, respectively [2]. MHV-A59 also triggers mild 
to moderate hepatitis. The highly hepatovirulent strain MHV-3 provides a model of fulminant viral 
hepatitis [3]. The first few days after infection with MHV are characterized by a strong innate immune 
response with infiltration of macrophages, neutrophils, and natural killer cells to the site of infection.  
It is widely documented that the host immune response plays a dual role in CoV infection. On the one 
hand, it limits virus spread and replication and initiates adaptive immunity; on the other hand, it triggers 
overproduction of cytokines and chemokines, thus contributing to the severity of the disease [2–6]. 
Macrophages are productively infected by murine CoVs [7–9] and represent the largest group of innate 
immune cells that infiltrate the central nervous system (CNS) after infection with neurotropic MHV 
strains [4] and the lungs of patients infected with severe acute respiratory syndrome (SARS)-CoV [10].  
The adaptive immune response that occurs during CoV infection is well characterized [3,5], but  
our understanding of the interaction of CoVs with the innate immune system of the host is still 
emerging [4,11]. Type I interferon (IFN) (IFN-α and IFN-β) is crucial for the control of MHV 
infection in vivo [12–14]. In most cell lines, murine CoVs are poor inducers of type I IFN and are 
barely sensitive to pretreatment with IFN [15]. In primary cells, however, MHVs trigger IFN-α in 
plasmacytoid dendritic cells (pDCs) [12] and IFN-β in macrophages [7,9] and are sensitive to   
pre-treatment with IFN-β in macrophages [15]. Therefore, interaction between murine CoVs and the 
type I IFN response depends on the cell type. The importance of type I IFN in CoV infection is 
highlighted by a number of countermeasures and evasion mechanisms that CoVs in general and MHVs 
in particular developed to suppress signaling or prevent induction of the IFN response [16–18]. 
Induction of type I IFN can occur in all nucleated cells on TLRs activation [19]. TLRs comprise a 
family of Pattern Recognition Receptors (PRR) that sense conserved molecular motifs of pathogens 
and trigger innate immunity and prime the adaptive immune response [20]. Triggering of TLRs 
induces complex signaling cascades initiated by the toll/interleukin-1 receptor (TIR) domain in the 
cytoplasmic tail of the TLR. TIR domain-containing adaptor molecules, MyD88, which is utilized by 
all TLRs except for TLR3, as well as TIRAP, TRIF, and TRAM (for TLR4), are recruited to the 
receptor and activate a complex containing IRAKs and TRAFs which signal through NF-kB leading to 
the expression of a variety of genes encoding pro-inflammatory cytokines, chemokines and/or type I 
interferons (IFNs) that orchestrate anti-bacterial and anti-viral responses [21]. In the context of RNA Viruses 2012, 4  903 
 
 
virus infection, TLR2, TLR3, TLR4, TLR7, and TLR8 can potentially be activated. Cell surface TLR2 
and TLR4 may recognize viral structural components, whereas endosomal TLR3 and TLR7/8 may 
sense viral double-stranded and single-stranded RNA, respectively [19]. All of the above-mentioned 
TLRs were shown to induce type I IFN through activation of transcription factors and Interferon 
Regulatory Factors (IRFs); the magnitude of response, however, depends on the stimulus and the cell 
system. TLR3, TLR4 and TLR7 are known to be potent inducers of the IFN response depending on 
the cell type [22]. In contrast, TLR2 has been considered until recently a poor inducer of IFN 
response, despite triggering of TLR2 with bacteria-derived ligands induces strong pro-inflammatory 
cytokine response. In this regard, emerging evidence suggests that TLR2 and TLR4 activation induces 
pro-inflammatory cytokine and type I IFN responses from distinct sub-cellular sites: the plasma 
membrane and the endolysosomal compartments, respectively [23,24]. Interestingly, only a particular 
monocyte subset has been reported to induce type I IFN through TLR2 in response to viral ligands [25]. 
Once secreted, IFN-α/β act through the JAK-STAT signaling pathway that triggers an “antiviral state” 
and help to eliminate viral infection [19,26].  
The ability of TLRs to trigger antiviral immunity makes them a promising target for antiviral 
therapeutics. Stimulation with TLR agonists has been shown to provide protection from some viral 
infections, such as hepatitis B virus (through TLR3, TLR4, TLR5, TLR7, or TLR9) [27], herpes 
simplex virus encephalitis (through TLR3) [28], lethal influenza virus (through TLR3 or TLR9) [29], 
HIV strains Bal and Jago (through TLR3) [30], and hepatitis C virus (through TLR7) [31]. This study 
was undertaken to assess the effect of ligand-mediated, TLR activation of macrophages on their 
susceptibility to infection with murine CoV. We profiled TLR2, TLR3, TLR4, and TLR7 agonists 
(heat-killed Listeria monocytogenes (HKLM), poly I:C, lipopolysaccharide (LPS), and imiquimod, 
respectively) and observed differential effects of these ligands on MHV production in macrophages. 
Of all the ligands tested, only the triggering of TLR3 with poly I:C induced a strong antiviral response. 
Mechanistically, the antiviral effect of poly I:C was promoted in a type I IFN-dependent manner.  
2. Results and Discussion 
2.1. Triggering of TLR3, but not TLR2, TLR4, or TLR7 Inhibits Virus Production in MHV-Infected 
Macrophages 
Ligand-mediated activation of TLRs has been reported to affect the infectivity of various   
viruses [27,30–35]. The potential immunomodulatory and antiviral effects of triggering TLRs against 
CoV infections in macrophages have not yet been investigated. Macrophages are antigen-presenting 
cells that express TLRs and play a pivotal role in CoV pathogenesis. The goal of this study was to 
investigate the effect of activation of TLR2, TLR3, TLR4, or TLR7 with selected ligands on 
macrophage susceptibility to infection with murine coronavirus. We chose these TLRs on the basis of 
their potential role in the recognition of MHV by macrophages. TLR2 has been shown to recognize 
MHV-3 in peritoneal macrophages [8]; TLR4 has been implicated in protection and pathogenesis in 
MHV-1-induced respiratory infection [36]. Despite the fact that TLR3 is a sensor of dsRNA and could 
sense CoV intermediate replicative forms in infected cells, its role in the recognition of CoVs or in 
their pathogenesis has not yet been established. TLR7 senses MHV-A59 in pDCs [12]. Viruses 2012, 4  904 
 
 
First, we developed an in vitro model suitable for this study. The mouse macrophage cell line 
J774A.1 was profiled for TLR1-9 gene expression by quantitative real-time polymerase chain reaction 
(PCR) using predeveloped TaqMan Gene Expression assays (AppliedBiosystems Life Technologies 
Corp, Carlsbad, CA) (Figure 1A). Expression levels of target genes were normalized to the 
housekeeping gene β-actin (ΔCt). Gene expression values were calculated based on the ΔΔCt method, 
with data for all samples analyzed against the mean value of four replicates. TLR4 showed a 10-fold 
greater expression than that of TLR7 and TLR 9 (Student’s t test, p < 0.05), and the latter two had a 
more than 10-fold greater expression than TLR1, 2, 3, 5, and 6 (Student’s t test, p < 0.05). TLR4 and 
TLR3 transcripts were expressed to the highest and lowest levels, respectively (Student’s t test,   
p < 0.05). The expression of TLR2, TLR3, TLR4, and TLR7 proteins was analyzed using flow 
cytometry (FACS). As shown in Figure 1B, FACS data demonstrated robust expression of cell-surface 
TLR2 and TLR4 and intracellular TLR3 and TLR7 in naïve J774A.1 cells.  
Figure 1. Expression of Toll-like Receptors (TLRs) in J774A.1 murine macrophages. 
(A)  J774A.1 cells were profiled for TLR1-9 gene expression by quantitative real-time 
polymerase chain reaction (PCR) using predeveloped TaqMan Gene Expression assays 
(AppliedBiosystems). Expression levels of target genes were normalized to the 
housekeeping gene β-actin (ΔCt). Relative gene expression values were calculated based 
on the ΔΔCt method, with data for all samples analyzed against the mean value of four 
replicates;  (B) Expression of cell surface TLR2 and TLR4, and intracellular TLR3 and 
TLR7 in naïve J774A.1 cells was analyzed by flow cytometry (FACS) using standard 
protocols. Empty, dashed and blue histograms represent only cells (no antibodies), isotype 
antibody controls, and TLR expression in 774A.1 cells, respectively.  
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Figure 2. Induction of proinflammatory cytokine response and type I IFN after triggering 
with ligands specific to TLR2-TLR4, and TLR7 in J774A.1 cells.  (A)  J774A.1 
macrophages were stimulated with 10
8 cells/mL HKLM (TLR2), 1 μg/mL poly I:C 
(TLR3), 5 μg/mL LPS (TLR4), or 5 μg/mL imiquimod (R837) (TLR7) for 6, 18 and 24 h. 
Cell-free supernatants were assessed for the production of IL-6 and TNF-α using the 
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA). Error bars represent the standard error of 
the mean of two replicates; (B) Real-Time PCR of type I IFN gene expression in TLR 
stimulated J774A.1 macrophages.  J774A.1 was profiled for IFNβ and IFNα4 gene 
expression by quantitative real-time PCR using predeveloped TaqMan Gene Expression 
assays (AppliedBiosystems). Expression levels of target genes were normalized to the 
housekeeping gene 18S rRNA (ΔCt). Gene expression values were calculated based on the 
ΔΔCt method, with data for all samples analyzed against the mean value of four replicates. 
Error bars represent the standard error of the mean of two independent experiments, each 
done in duplicate; (C) Type I IFN production in TLR2-4 and TLR7 activated J774A.1 
cells. J774A.1 macrophages were stimulated with 10
8 cells/mL HKLM (TLR2), 0.25 μg/mL 
poly I:C (TLR3), 5 μg/mL LPS (TLR4), or 5 μg/mL imiquimod (R837) (TLR7) for 6 h. 
Supernatants collected 6 h after TLR stimulation were assessed for IFN-α and IFN-β 
production using ELISA. Error bars represent the standard error of the mean of two 
independent experiments, each done in duplicate. 
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Figure 2. Cont. 
 
Next we determined whether TLR2, TLR3, TLR4, and TLR7 are functional in J774A.1 cells. 
Activation of the cells with a TLR2 ligand (HKLM, 10
8 cells/mL), a TLR3 agonist (poly I:C, 1 μg/mL), 
a TLR4 ligand (LPS, 5 μg/mL), or a TLR7 agonist (imiquimod (R837), 5 μg/mL) for 6, 18, and 24 h 
resulted in the robust production of IL-6 and TNF-α (Figure 2A). This result indicates that, in J774A.1 
macrophages, TLR2-4 and TLR7 are fully functional and signal with cytokine secretion after 
stimulation. We assessed type I IFN mRNA induction in TLR-activated J774A.1 macrophages. 
Expression of IFN-α and IFN-β genes was up regulated by poly I:C, LPS, and R837 ligands in 
J774A.1 cells with different kinetics (Figure 2B). LPS- induced IFN-β and IFN-α4 mRNAs peaked at 
4 h and 6 h post-stimulation, respectively. R837- induced IFN-β and IFN-α4 mRNAs peaked at 4 h 
post-stimulation. The induction of type I IFN gene expression after LPS and R837 was not sustained 
(in contrast to IFN-β gene expression after Poly I:C stimulation).  
IFN-α4 and IFN-β levels were determined by ELISA in cell-free supernatants collected after 6 h of 
prestimulation with HKLM (10
8 cells/mL), LPS (5 μg/mL), R837 (5 μg/mL), and poly I:C (0.25 μg/mL). 
Interestingly, activation of TLR3 but not of TLR2, TLR4 or TLR7 triggered robust production of  
IFN-β following pre-stimulation for 6 h in macrophages (Figure 2C). Similar to IFN-β, IFN-α4 was 
secreted only in TLR3-activated cells, albeit to a much lesser degree (Figure 2C). These contrasting 
results suggest that type I IFN response may be regulated differentially on TLR3 stimulation at the 
post transcriptional level in J774A.1 cells. Their lack of IFN secretion (as measured by ELISA) in 
response to stimulation with the bacterial ligands HKLM and LPS is somewhat unpredicted and 
deserves further investigations. In addition, although it is well established that type I IFN response 
against RNA viruses is mainly mediated by pDCs via a TLR7-dependent pathway, the role of TLR7 in 
macrophage activation remains poorly understood. In this regard, the absence of IFN-β secretion after 
R837 stimulation of TLR7 in J774A.1 cells may suggest differences in the regulation of the TLR7 
pathway and/or its effectors between macrophages and pDCs. We are currently investigating the role 
of macrophage TLR7 in the antiviral response against RNA viruses. 
Furthermore, MHVs have been shown to productively infect J774A.1 cells [37]. By combining 
these results, we established a valid in vitro model in which to investigate the effect of triggering 
TLRs with selected ligands on MHV infectivity in macrophages. Viruses 2012, 4  907 
 
 
Figure 3. Effect of triggering TLR2, TLR3, TLR4, and TLR7 on virus production in 
MHV-infected J774A.1 macrophages. J774A.1 cells were prestimulated with TLR ligands 
for 6 h, infected with MHV-A59, MHV-JHM or MHV-3 (1 MOI) by adsorption for 1h in 
the absence of the ligands, and activated for up to 18 h p.i. with the appropriate TLR 
agonist. TLR ligands were used as follows: HKLM (TLR2) at 10
8 cells/mL; LPS (TLR4) 
at 5 μg/mL; Imiquimod (R837) (TLR7) at 5 μg/mL. Poly I:C (TLR3) was tested at a range 
of concentrations (0.25, 0.5, and 1.0 μg/mL). Because poly I:C triggered a comparable 
effect on MHV production at all concentrations (data not shown), viral titers at 0.25 μg/mL 
were included in the plot.  Cells incubated with the basal medium before and during 
infection served as a negative control for the effect of TLR triggering on virus production. 
MHV titers were assessed in cell-free supernatants using a plaque assay on L2 fibroblasts. 
The data shown are the mean viral titers of three independent experiments, each done in 
duplicate ± standard deviation (*p value relative to virus alone, p < 0.001 Student’s t test).  
 
To test whether treatment with the TLR ligands HKLM, poly I:C, LPS, and R837 affected the 
replication of MHV, J774A.1 cells were prestimulated with the appropriate ligand at the   
above-mentioned concentrations for 6 h; and cells were infected with MHV-A59, MHV-JHM, or 
MHV-3 at a multiplicity of infection (MOI) of 1 by adsorption for 1 h in the absence of the ligands 
and stimulated again for up to 18 h postinfection (p.i.) with the appropriate TLR agonist. Therefore, 
there were two challenges with TLR ligands: one before and one after virus adsorption. Activation of 
macrophages with TLR2, TLR4 and TLR7 did not noticeably affect MHV production in J774A.1 
macrophages (Figure 3). Conversely, the triggering of TLR3 with poly I:C significantly inhibited 
MHV-A59, MHV-JHM, and MHV-3 production relative to virus alone (Student’s t test, p = 0.0001; 
Figure 3). Complete suppression was observed only in poly I:C-treated MHV-JHM- and MHV-3-, 
infected macrophages, although all MHV strains showed a dramatic 3-log reduction in virus 
production. The lack of complete suppression in MHV-A59 infected cells could be explained by the 
ability of MHV-A59 to grow to higher titers (3–4 log) than MHV-JHM and MHV-3 in macrophages. 
Additionally, these results may also suggest that MHV-A59 counteracts the TLR3 pathway in J774A.1 Viruses 2012, 4  908 
 
 
macrophages. Indeed, our data shows that TLR3-mediated, IFN-β secretion is significantly reduced in 
MHV-A59-infected macrophages (Figure 6). Interestingly, poly I:C triggered comparable antiviral 
effect regardless of its concentration (0.25, 0.5, and 1.0 μg/mL; data not shown). It will be of interest 
to determine the minimal antiviral concentration of poly I:C in future experiments. The optimal 
concentration range for poly I:C was selected based on the highest rate of cytokine production (IL-6 
ELISA) and minimal cytotoxicity (LDH cytotoxicity assay) in J774A.1 macrophages activated with 
poly I:C at various doses (data not shown). 
Collectively, these data demonstrate that, depending on the receptor, ligand-mediated TLR 
stimulation exerts differential effects on MHV production. Triggering TLR3 with poly I:C, but not 
activation of TLR2, TLR4, or TLR7 with their respective ligands, impairs MHV replication in 
macrophages with a comparable magnitude of suppression of viral titers for MHV-A59, MHV-HJM, 
and MHV-3 strains. Given that all four TLR ligands induced strong IL-6 and TNF-α proinflammatory 
responses (Figure 2A), we concluded that the inability of TLR2, TLR4 and TLR7 agonists to protect 
macrophages from MHV infection is not due to the lack of signaling through these receptors, rather it 
stems from the absence of IFN-α and IFN-β production after 6 h of stimulation with their ligands 
(Figure 2C). In contrast, the antiviral effect mediated by activation of TLR3 with Poly I:C is 
associated with a sustained transcriptional upregulation and secretion of IFN-α4 and IFN-β. 
2.2. TLR3 Activation with Poly I:C Inhibits MHV Production in Pre-, Post-, and Simultaneously 
Treated MHV-Infected Macrophages 
We investigated the optimal conditions for poly I:C antiviral effects in J774A.1 macrophages 
infected with a recombinant MHV-A59 expressing the GFP protein (RA59-GFP) (1 MOI) and treated 
as follows: (1) prestimulated with poly I:C, with no drug present during infection (poly I:C +/−);  
(2) treated with poly I:C only after virus adsorption (poly I:C −/+); (3) treated with poly I:C before and 
after virus adsorption (poly I:C +/+). The TLR3 ligand was used at concentrations of 0.25 to 1.0 μg/mL 
for 6 h of prestimulation and/or 18 h p.i. A profound suppression of GFP expression in cells stimulated 
with 0.5 μg/mL poly I:C was observed with all of the above-mentioned treatments relative to infected 
macrophages in the absence of the drug (Figure 4A). Thus, a single challenge with the TLR3 ligand 
before or after virus adsorption was sufficient to trigger a robust antiviral effect comparable to cells 
challenged with poly I:C twice. To determine the level of MHV production, released virus was 
quantified by plaque assay in cell-free supernatants from macrophages stimulated with 0.25 and   
1.0 μg/mL poly I:C as above and in the absence of the drug (Figure 4B). Regardless of the concentration 
of poly I:C, the triggering of TLR3 with poly I:C resulted in a 3-log reduction in RA59-GFP titers in 
prestimulated and coactivated macrophages (poly I:C +/+) relative to infected cells in the absence of 
the drug (Figure 4B, p < 0.0001). Cells challenged with Poly I:C once before (Poly I:C +/−) or 1 h 
after MHV adsorption (Poly I:C −/+) also exhibited a significant suppression (p < 0.0001) of virus 
production comparable to that of prestimulated and coactivated macrophages (poly I:C +/+). 
Interestingly, the triggering of TLR3 before adsorption with MHV (poly I:C +/−) resulted in 
significantly lower virus production relative to coactivated macrophages (poly I:C −/+) (p = 0.01 and  
p = 0.001 for 0.25 and 1.0 μg/mL poly I:C, respectively), suggesting that a single challenge with poly 
I:C prior to infection dramatically reduces macrophage susceptibility to MHV infection.  Viruses 2012, 4  909 
 
 
Figure 4. Prestimulation with poly I:C before virus adsorption is sufficient to trigger a 
profound antiviral effect in MHV-infected macrophages. (A) J774A.1 macrophages were 
prestimulated with poly I:C for 6 h and coactivated during RA59-GFP (1 MOI) infection 
for 18 h postadsorption at concentrations of 0.25 and 1.0 μg/mL of the TLR3 ligand. Cells 
were treated as follows: (1) poly I:C prestimulated only (poly I:C +/−); (2) poly I:C 
coactivated only after virus adsorption (poly I:C −/+); and (3) poly I:C-treated before and 
after virus adsorption (poly I:C +/+). Unstimulated but infected macrophages served as a 
negative control for poly I:C antiviral effect. RA59-GFP infection was visualized at the 
original magnification x100. The data shown are representative images of two independent 
wells for cells treated with 0.25 μg/mL poly I:C. Original magnification x100.   
(B) RA59-GFP titers were assessed in cell-free supernatants from (A) using a plaque assay 
on L2 fibroblasts. Error bars represent the standard error of the mean of two replicates  
(* p value relative to virus alone; other p values relative to Poly I:C-pre-stimulated cells 
only, Student’s t test).  
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Taken together, these results indicate that 0.25 μg/mL of poly I:C is sufficient to trigger a profound 
TLR3-mediated antiviral effect and that prestimulation alone is enough to protect macrophages from 
infection with MHV.  
2.3. Poly I:C Triggers Secretion of Soluble Factors that Promote an Anti-viral Effect in MHV-Infected 
Macrophages 
To investigate the mechanism of the poly I:C-triggered antiviral effect in MHV-infected 
macrophages, we wanted to determine if the TLR3 ligand induced soluble factors that mediated 
protective immunity against CoV infection. We pretreated J774A.1 cells for 3 h with conditioned 
medium (CM) from macrophages prestimulated with TLR2-4 and TLR7 ligands for 6 h (Figure 2A). 
Next, cells were infected with RA59-GFP (1 MOI) for 1 h adsorption in the absence of TLR ligands 
and incubated for additional 17 h in basal medium. RA59-GFP virus titers determined by plaque assay 
are shown in Figure 5. As expected, CM from mock macrophages (unstimulated, uninfected) did not 
affect virus production. Treatment with CM from macrophages stimulated with HKLM, R837, and 
LPS did not affect virus production (Figure 5). Remarkably, there was a 2-log reduction in RA59-GFP 
titers in cells pretreated with poly I:C CM (Figure 5, p < 0.01) that correlated with the inhibition of 
GFP expression in these cells (data not shown). 
Figure 5. Involvement of soluble factors in the antiviral effect mediated by TLR3 in poly 
I:C-stimulated, MHV-infected macrophages. J774A.1 macrophages were pretreated for 3 h 
with the conditioned medium (CM) from macrophages prestimulated with TLR ligands for 
6 h from Figure 2. CM was diluted 1:1 with the basal medium to replenish nutrients. Then 
cells were infected with RA59-GFP (1 MOI) for 1 h adsorption and incubated in the basal 
medium for up to 18 h p.i. Cells pretreated with the CM from mock cells or with fresh 
basal medium served as negative controls for the TLR-triggered effect. RA59-GFP titers 
were assessed in cell-free supernatants using a plaque assay on L2 fibroblasts. Error bars 
represent the standard error of the mean of two replicates (p value relative to cells 
pretreated with CM from mock, p < 0.01, Student’s t test). 
 
Overall, these data suggest that prestimulation with poly I:C but not HKLM, LPS, or R837 triggers 
the production of soluble factors that further protect macrophages from infection with MHV on 
subsequent exposure. In addition to soluble factors, residual poly I:C in the CM may have also 
contributed to the antiviral effect in cells pretreated with TLR3-stimulated supernatants. Viruses 2012, 4  911 
 
 
2.4. Activation of TLR3 but not TLR2, TLR4 or TLR7 Induces a Profound Type I IFN Response in 
Activated and MHV-infected Macrophages 
Our data in Figure 2C demonstrated that after 6 h of stimulation with HKLM, LPS, R837, and poly 
I:C, IFN-β and IFN-α4 were secreted only in TLR3-activated J774A.1 cells. These results together 
with the antiviral effect of poly I:C (Figure 3) suggested that the protective role of TLR3 against 
coronavirus infection in J774A.1 macrophages may be mediated by type I IFN. To investigate the role 
of type I IFN in the poly I:C-mediated inhibition of murine CoV production in macrophages, we 
focused on MHV-A59 and MHV-JHM strains. We hypothesized that the differential effect of TLR 
ligands on MHV production is due to their variable ability to induce type I IFN crucial for triggering 
an “antiviral state” and protecting cells from virus infection [26,38]. To test this hypothesis, we 
assessed type I IFN production in TLR-stimulated and/or MHV-infected J774A.1 macrophages.  
J774A.1 cells were: (1) prestimulated for 6 h with HKLM (10
8 cells/mL), LPS (5 μg/mL), R837  
(5 μg/mL), and poly I:C (0.25 μg/mL); media was removed and fresh media with the corresponding 
TLR ligand was added to the cells for 18 h; (2) cells were left unstimulated and only infected with 
MHV-A59 or MHV-JHM at 1.0 MOI for 1 h of adsorption in the absence of the ligands; fresh media 
was added to the cells for 18 h; (3) cells were prestimulated for 6 h with the TLR ligands as above; 
media was removed and cells infected with MHV-A59 or MHV-JHM at 1.0 MOI for 1 h of adsorption 
in the absence of the ligands; after virus adsorption cells were stimulated with a second challenge of 
the TLR ligands using the same concentrations as during prestimulation and samples were taken at  
18 h. Non-stimulated, non-infected J774A.1 cells were used as mock control. INF-α4 and IFN-β levels 
were determined by ELISA in cell-free supernatants collected after 6 h of prestimulation with HKLM 
(10
8 cells/mL), LPS (5 μg/mL), R837 (5 μg/mL), and poly I:C (0.25 μg/mL) (Figure 2C); and at 18 h 
p.i. (Figure 6). 
A second challenge with poly I:C for 18 h resulted in a robust secretion of IFN-α4 and IFN-β 
(Figure 6). In contrast, a single challenge with poly I:C for 6 h induced lower levels of IFN-β and 
levels of IFN-α4 that were close to the limit of detection of the ELISA assay (Figure 2C). Such a 
pattern of induction of type I IFN in cells treated with dsRNA (like poly I:C) is consistent with the 
activation of two types of type I IFN genes, immediate-early and delayed-type genes (reviewed in  
ref. [26]). Immediate-early genes, mostly IFN-β and some IFN-α4 (only in murine cells), are induced 
by a protein-synthesis-independent pathway. Secreted IFN signals in both an autocrine and paracrine 
fashion through the type I IFN receptor and triggers delayed-type IFNs (including other IFN-α 
subtypes). Expression of the delayed-type IFN depends on de novo protein synthesis and results in 
amplification of the IFN response. Similarly, poly I:C-activated J774A.1 macrophages exhibit high 
levels of IFN-β and a modest secretion of IFN-α4 on induction of the immediate-early gene. Later, 
these cells secrete comparably high levels of both IFN-α and -β as a result of delayed-type IFN 
gene expression.  Viruses 2012, 4  912 
 
 
Figure 6. Type I IFN production in cell-free supernatants from J774A.1 macrophages 
stimulated with TLR ligands, MHV-infected, and/or coactivated during MHV infection. 
J774A.1 cells were prestimulated for 6 h with HKLM (10
8 cells/mL), LPS (5 μg/mL), 
R837 (5 μg/mL), and poly I:C (0.25 μg/mL); media was removed and: (1) a second 
challenge of the corresponding TLR ligand (same concentrations) was added to the cells 
for 18 h; (2) cells were prestimulated for 6 h with the TLR ligands as above; media was 
removed and cells infected with MHV-A59 or MHV-JHM at 1.0 MOI for 1 h of adsorption 
in the absence of the ligands; after virus adsorption cells were stimulated with a second 
challenge of the TLR ligands using the same concentrations as during prestimulation and 
samples were taken at 18 h; (3) cells were not TLR activated and only infected with   
MHV-A59 or MHV-JHM at 1.0 MOI for 1 h of adsorption in the absence of the ligands; 
fresh media was added to the cells for 18 h. Non-stimulated, non-infected J774A.1 cells 
were used as mock control. Cell-free supernatants were taken at 18 h from TLR-activated 
alone, infected alone, and TLR-activated and infected and assessed for IFN-α and IFN-β 
production using ELISA. Error bars represent the standard error of the mean of two 
independent experiments, each done in duplicate; * p < 0.05, Student’s t test. 
 
MHV-A59 and MHV-JHM infection did not induce type I IFN secretion in J774A.1 macrophages 
as determined by ELISA. Interestingly, infection with MHV-A59 but not with MHV-JHM reduced the 
level of IFN-β secreted in poly I:C-treated macrophages (p = 0.05, Figure 6). The effect of infection 
with MHV on poly I:C-triggered IFN-β induction was previously assessed in 17CI-1 murine 
fibroblasts [39]. In that study, neither MHV-A59 nor MHV-JHM inhibited IFN-β induction after poly Viruses 2012, 4  913 
 
 
I:C was transfected into fibroblasts (a way to activate RIG-I and MDA5 cytoplasmic helicases but not 
endosomal TLR3). Thus, the ability of MHV to counteract poly I:C-induced IFN-β is cell type-specific 
and depends on the mode of delivery of poly I:C into the cell. Targeting RIG-I and MDA5 helicases 
by poly I:C transfection with a lipid carrier as reported by [39], did not result in MHV-mediated 
inhibition of poly I:C-induced IFN-β secretion. In contrast, our data suggest that MHV-A59 might 
counteract the IFN-β response when macrophages are stimulated with soluble poly I:C to trigger the 
TLR3 pathway. Further experiments are needed to define how MHV-A59 might counteract the TLR3 
pathway in macrophages. Interestingly, MHV-A59 has been reported to develop various measures to 
counteract the type I IFN response [40–42]. 
Besides poly I:C, the TLR7 ligand R837 induced a modest level of secretion of IFN-β with 18 h 
stimulation; TLR2 and TLR4 agonists did not promote type I IFN secretion in J774A.1 macrophages 
as measured by ELISA (Figure 6). Overall, these findings are in agreement with our hypothesis that 
poly I:C triggers an antiviral effect via IFN-α/β, whereas the lack of a strong type I IFN production 
during TLR2, TLR4, or TLR7 signaling is responsible for uncontrolled MHV production in J774A.1 
macrophages. 
Figure 7. IL-6 and TNF-α production in cell-free supernatants from J774A.1 macrophages 
stimulated with TLR ligands, MHV-infected, and/or coactivated during MHV infection. 
J774A.1 cells were prestimulated for 6 h with HKLM (10
8 cells/mL), LPS (5 μg/mL), 
R837 (5 μg/mL), and poly I:C (0.25 μg/mL); media was removed and: 1) a second 
challenge of the corresponding TLR ligand (same concentrations) was added to the cells 
for 18 h; 2) cells were prestimulated for 6 h with the TLR ligands as above; media was 
removed and cells infected with MHV-A59 or MHV-JHM at 1.0 MOI for 1 h of adsorption 
in the absence of the ligands; after virus adsorption cells were stimulated with a second 
challenge of the TLR ligands using the same concentrations as during prestimulation and 
samples were taken at 18 h; 3) cells were not TLR activated and only infected with   
MHV-A59 or MHV-JHM at 1.0 MOI for 1 h of adsorption in the absence of the ligands; 
fresh media was added to the cells for 18 h. Non-stimulated, non-infected J774A.1 cells 
were used as mock control. Cell-free supernatants were taken at 18 h from TLR-activated 
alone, infected alone, and TLR-activated and infected and assessed for IL-6 and TNF-α 
using ELISA. Error bars represent the standard error of the mean of two independent 
experiments, each done in duplicate. 
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Figure 7. Cont. 
 
To further rule out the potential antiviral effect of IL-6 and TNF-α in infected and co-stimulated 
cells, we measured proinflammatory cytokines in the same samples as above. Stimulation for 18 h 
resulted in a very high induction of both cytokines after LPS (a TLR ligand that based on our data 
does not induce antiviral effect against infection with MHV in J774A.1 macrophages) and poly I:C 
(albeit to a lesser extent than with LPS) (Figure 7). Overall, these data argue against the potential 
antiviral effects of IL-6 and TNF-α in TLR3-activated macrophages.  
TNF-α levels were reduced in MHV-A59 and MHV-JHM infected macrophages relative to mock 
cells (Figure 7). Although it was not the focus of the present study, the inhibitory effect of MHV on 
the basal TNF-α levels may be mediated through the action of the anti-inflammatory cytokine IL-10. 
IL-10 is a known negative regulator of TNF-α production and function in macrophages (reviewed in 
ref. [43]). MHV-A59 was reported to induce IL-10 in infected primary bone marrow-derived 
macrophages [9], therefore, one could speculate that CoVs suppress basal macrophage TNF-α 
secretion through triggering of IL-10. Future studies will be designed to test this hypothesis. Although 
TNF-α was reported to induce a strong antiviral response against various influenza strains in lung 
epithelial cells [44], our data demonstrated that TLR-induced TNF-α does not affect MHV production 
in macrophages. Collectively, these results indicate that IL-6 and TNF-α are not responsible for and do 
not contribute to a poly I:C-triggered antiviral effect in MHV-infected macrophages.  
2.5. IFN-β Mediates Poly I:C-Triggered Antiviral Response in MHV-Infected Macrophages 
Considering that soluble factors mediate the poly I:C-triggered antiviral effect (Figure 5) and that 
poly I:C potently induces type I IFN before and during virus infection (Figures 2C and 7), we further 
confirmed the role of IFN-β in TLR3-triggered MHV suppression in macrophages (Figure 8A-C).  
We focused on IFN-β because unlike IFN-α, IFN-β was profoundly induced in prestimulated 
macrophages at 6 h poststimulation (Figure 2C), and CM from macrophages treated with poly I:C for 
6 h exhibited inhibition of MHV-A59 production sufficient to reduce viral infection (Figure 5). 
Titration of anti-IFN-β antibody (Ab) was done to establish the optimal Ab concentration for 
neutralization of poly I:C-stimulated IFN-β. J774A.1 macrophages were stimulated with 0.25 μg/mL 
poly I:C in the presence or absence of anti-IFN-β Ab at various concentrations. We chose 0.25 μg/mL 
poly I:C because prestimulation with such a low concentration of the TLR3 ligand was sufficient to Viruses 2012, 4  915 
 
 
promote a strong antiviral effect (Figure 3). Poly I:C-triggered IFN-β was significantly reduced by 500 
U/mL to 1000 U/mL of the IFN-β neutralizing Ab, and it was suppressed in the presence of a higher 
concentration (2000 U/mL) (Figure 8A).  
Figure 8. Role of  IFN-β in poly I:C-triggered anti-viral response in MHV-infected 
macrophages.  (A) Anti-IFN-β Ab was titrated in the presence of poly I:C in J774A.1 
macrophages. Cells were activated with 0.25 μg/mL poly I:C with or without anti-IFN-β 
Abs at 500, 1000, 2000 U/mL. Supernatants were collected after 6 h, cleared of cell debris 
and assessed with IFN-β ELISA. Error bars represent the standard error of the mean of two 
replicates (p value relative to cells activated with poly I:C alone, Student’s t test). ND, not 
detected; (B) RA59-GFP titers were assessed in cell-free supernatants from (C) using a 
plaque assay on L2 fibroblasts. Error bars represent the standard error of the mean of two 
replicates (p value relative to cells pre-treated with Poly I:C conditioned medium, 
Student’s t test); (C) J774A.1 macrophages were pretreated for 3 h with the conditioned 
medium (CM) from the anti-IFN-β Ab titration assay in (A). CM was diluted 1:1 with the 
basal medium to replenish nutrients. Then cells were infected with RA59-GFP (1 MOI) for 
1 h adsorption and incubated in the basal medium for up to 18h p.i. Cells pretreated with 
the CM from mock cells or fresh basal medium (untreated) served as negative controls for 
the poly I:C+/-anti-IFN-β Ab-triggered effect. RA59-GFP infection was visualized at the 
original magnification x100. The data shown are representative images of two independent 
wells per treatment (p values, Student’s t test). 
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IFN-β neutralizing Ab (IFN-β Ab CM); (3) activated with 0.25 μg/mL of poly I:C (poly I:C CM); and 
(4) CM from activated macrophages with 0.25 μg/mL of poly I:C in the presence of 2000 U/mL  
anti-IFN-β neutralizing Ab (poly I:C + IFN-β Ab CM). After stimulation, cells were infected with 
RA59-GFP (1 MOI) by adsorption for 1 h and incubated in fresh medium for up to 18 h p.i. CM from 
mock or IFN-β Ab-treated macrophages did not affect MHV-A59 virus production in these cells 
(Figure 8B,C). As expected on the basis of our previous results, pretreatment with poly I:C-conditioned 
medium resulted in a drastic reduction in RA59-GFP expression and in a 2-log reduction in MHV 
production in infected macrophages (Figure 8B,C). Importantly, MHV-A59 infection was significantly 
restored (p = 0.01) in J774A.1 cells incubated with the supernatant from macrophages activated with 
poly I:C in the presence of the IFN-β neutralizing polyclonal Ab (poly I:C + IFN-β Ab CM)   
(Figure 8B,C). This result indicates that IFN-β is a crucial mediator in the antiviral response against 
MHVs elicited by triggering TLR3 with poly I:C in macrophages. 
Murine CoVs are sensitive to pretreatment of macrophages with recombinant IFN-β [15]. In the 
present study prestimulation of J774A.1 macrophages with poly I:C, a potent type I IFN inducer, 
resulted in a strong IFN-β response that triggered antiviral immunity and protected macrophages from 
MHV infection before and after virus adsorption. In support of our data, a poly I:C analog Ampligen
TM 
(Poly I:Poly C12U) was successfully tested in SARS-CoV animal models [45,46]. BALB/c mice were 
treated with Ampligen
TM intraperitoneally (i.p.) 4h before SARS-CoV infection and then the virus titers 
in the lungs were assessed 3 days after virus exposure. SARS-CoV titers in the lungs were below the 
limit of detection suggesting that poly I:poly C12U completely protected mice from viral infection [45]. 
In a different study, Ampligen
TM was given intraperitoneally to BALB/c mice 16 h before they were 
infected with the mouse-adapted SARS-CoV strain v2163. Treated mice exhibited complete survival, 
suppressed virus titers in the lungs, significantly reduced lung scores and weight loss [46].   
These studies did not investigate the mechanism of the Ampligen
TM-triggered antiviral effect in 
SARS-CoV-infected mice; type I IFN, however, was proposed as a mediator of antiviral immunity. 
Ampligen
TM is indeed a potent type I IFN inducer that acts through TLR3 [47] and triggers protection 
from HIV [48,49], coxsackie virus [50], Punta Toro virus [47], Venezuelan equine encephalitis   
virus [51], and influenza virus [52] infections. Overall, our data demonstrates that TLR3 triggered type 
I IFN inhibits murine CoV infection of macrophages. 
3. Experimental Section  
3.1. Cells  
J774A.1 murine macrophages  (ATTC, TIB-67) were cultured in Dulbecco’s modification of 
Eagle’s medium (DMEM) (cellgro, Mediatech, Manassas, VA, USA) supplemented with 10% v/v 
heat-inactivated fetal bovine serum (hiFBS) (Hyclone, Thermo Scientific, Rockford, IL, USA),   
100 U/mL penicillin (cellgro), 100 μg/mL streptomycin (cellgro), 1.5 g/L sodium bicarbonate 
(BioWhittaker, Lonza, Walkersville, MD, USA) and 4 mM glutamine (cellgro). Cells were incubated 
in a humidified atmosphere at 37 C with 5% CO2. Viruses 2012, 4  917 
 
 
3.2. Viruses, Viral Infections, Plaque Assays 
The dualtropic MHV-A59, and neurotropic MHV-JHM strains were previously characterized [1,53]. 
The hepatotropic MHV-3 strain was provided by Dr. Julian Leibowitz (Texas A&M University). 
Recombinant MHV-A59 virus expresses the GFP in place of the ORF4 [54]. Cells were infected at 1 
MOI by adsorption for 1 h in the basal medium. Then, excess virus inoculum was removed and cells 
were incubated for up to 18 h p.i. Plaque assays were performed on L2 murine fibroblasts [55]. 100% 
confluent monolayers of L2 cells were infected with 10-fold dilutions of samples in DMEM 
supplemented with 2% v/v hiFBS. After virus adsorption, cells were overlaid with a 1:1 mixture of 
1.4% agarose and 2% FBS in DMEM and incubated for 48 h at 37C with 5% CO2. To visualize viral 
plaques, infected cells were overlayed with equal parts of 1.4% agarose, 2% FBS in DMEM and 1/25 
Neutral Red (Harleco, EMD Chemicals Inc., Gibbstown, NJ, USA) and incubated for 6 h at 37 C with 
5% CO2.  
3.3. Stimulation with TLR Ligands 
All TLR agonists were purchased from InvivoGen (San Diego, CA, USA). The following TLR 
ligands were used: HKLM for TLR2 at 10
8 cells/mL; poly I:C for TLR3 at 0.25 to 1 μg/mL; ultrapure 
LPS from E. coli for TLR4 at 5 μg/mL; and imiquimod (R837), an imidazoquinoline amine analogue 
of guanosine, for TLR7 at 5 μg/mL. Cells were prestimulated with the appropriate TLR ligand for 6 h, 
infected as necessary and coactivated during infection with the corresponding TLR agonist for up to 
18 h p.i. 
3.4. Quantification of Cytokines 
Mouse IL-6 and TNF-α were quantified by ELISA (eBioscience, San Diego, CA, USA) according 
to the manufacturer’s instructions. Limits of detection: 7.8–500 pg/mL for IL-6 and 15.6–1000 pg/mL 
for TNF-α. VeriKine Mouse IFN-α and VeriKine Mouse IFN-β ELISA kits were purchased from PBL 
Interferon Source (ThermoScientifc, Rockford, IL, USA). Limits of detection: 15.6–1000 pg/mL for 
IFN-β, and 12.5–400 pg/mL for IFN-α.  
3.5. Titration of Anti-IFN-β Antibodies and Neutralization Assay 
To titrate anti-IFN-β Ab, J774A.1 macrophages were activated with 0.25 μg/mL Poly I:C in the 
presence or absence of anti-IFN-β Ab at 500, 1000, or 2000 U/mL for 6 h. Rabbit polyclonal anti-IFN-
β Ab were purchased from Calbiochem (EMD Chemicals Inc.). Poly I:C-triggered IFN-β with or 
without neutralizing Ab was assessed with a VeriKine IFN-β ELISA kit. Cell-free CM from poly I:C-
activated and/or 2000 U/mL anti-IFN-β Ab-incubated macrophages was used to pretreat J774A.1 cells 
for 3 h. Then macrophages were infected with 1 MOI MHV-A59 by adsorption for 1h and incubated 
in fresh medium for up to 18 h p.i. Viruses 2012, 4  918 
 
 
3.6. RNA isolation and Real-TimePCR  
Total RNA was isolated using TRIzol
® reagent (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA). Total RNA   
(500 ng) of was transcribed into cDNA with the Superscript II Reverse Transcriptase kit (Invitrogen), 
using a total reaction mix volume of 20 μL; 1.25 μL cDNA was combined with 12.5 μL of TaqMan 
Universal Master Mix (Applied Biosystems, Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA), 10 μL diethyl 
polycarbonate (DEPC)-treated water, and 1.25 μL murine TLR1 to TLR9 TaqMan Gene Expression 
Assays (Applied Biosystems). DNA was amplified using the Applied Biosystems 7300 Real-Time 
PCR machine, and cycle threshold values (CT) were recorded. Basal TLR1-9 mRNA levels were 
expressed as ΔΔCT values relative to 18S rRNA [ΔΔCT = ΔCT(TLR) − ΔCT(18S rRNA)]. TLR mRNA 
expression levels were expressed as fold changes relative to mock values, using the variable 2
−ΔΔCT. 
IFN-4α and IFN-β gene expression was quantified as above using specific pre-developed TaqMan 
Gene Expression Assays (Applied Biosystems).  
3.7. Flow Cytometry  
Expression of cell surface TLR2 and TLR4, and endosomal TLR3 and TLR7 was determined using 
a FACSCalibur flow cytometer (BD Biosciences, San Jose, CA) and data were processed using 
FlowJo software (TreeStar, Ashland, OR). Cells were stained and analyzed by using a Fixation & 
Permeabilization kit (eBioscience) following the recommended protocols. Specific antibodies against 
murine TLR2, 3, 4, and 7, fluorescence-labeled secondary antibodies, isotype controls, and anti-FcrR 
(for blocking) were purchased from Invivogen, Imgenex (San Diego, CA), and eBioscience (San 
Diego, CA). 
3.8. Fluorescence Microscopy 
GFP expression was analyzed in live or 4% paraformaldehyde fixed cells. Cells were incubated 
with 300 nM DAPI (4',6'-diamidino-2-phenylindole dilactate; Invitrogen, Molecular Probes, Eugene, 
OR, USA) for nuclei stain for 3 min at RT. Images were obtained with an Olympus 1X81 motorized 
inverted fluorescence microscope (Center Valley, PA, USA) using Digital Microscopy software 
(Slidebook™ 5.0 software, Intelligent Imaging Innovations, Denver, CO).  
3.9. Statistical Analysis 
An unpaired two-tail Student’s t test was used to determine statistical significance. All data were 
analyzed with GraphPad Prism (GraphPad Software, Inc., CA, USA)  
4. Conclusions  
Our goal was to investigate the effects of triggering TLR2, TLR3, TLR4 and TLR7 with selected 
ligands on J774A.1 macrophages susceptibility to MHV infection. Our data demonstrates that 
triggering of TLRs with HKLM (TLR2 agonist), LPS (TLR4 agonist), and R837 (TLR7 agonist) does 
not affect MHV-A59, MHV-JHM, and MHV-3 production. The absence of TLR2-, TLR4-, and   
TLR7-mediated antiviral effects is not explained by their lack of expression or activation in J774A.1 Viruses 2012, 4  919 
 
 
macrophages; rather, it is based on the weak induction of type I IFN. In contrast, stimulation of 
macrophages with poly I:C added to the cells to trigger endosomal TLR3, induces a strong type I  
IFN-dependent antiviral response. Neutralization of IFN-β successfully restored the poly I:C-inhibited 
production of MHV-A59 in macrophages. Taken together, activation of TLR3 by poly I:C may be a 
successful antiviral approach against CoVs in vivo; its therapeutic potential as a curative drug remains 
to be established in future investigations.  
Acknowledgments 
The authors would like to thank Drs. Paul S Masters, Julian Leibowitz, and Susan R Weiss for 
reagents. This work was supported in part by Public Health Service Grants NS061179, AI088423 and 
DK089314 to S.N.M, and NS065727 to J.M.G., from the National Institute of Neurological Disorders 
and Stroke (NS), the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Disease (AI), and the National 
Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney Diseases; and by Drexel University College of 
Medicine’s Internal Funds to SNM. The founders had no role in study design, data collection and 
analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript. Pamela Fried (Drexel University 
College of Medicine Academic Publishing Services) is acknowledged for manuscript editing. 
Conflict of Interest 
The authors declare no conflict of interest.  
References 
1.  Weiss, S.R.; Navas-Martin, S. Coronavirus pathogenesis and the emerging pathogen severe acute 
respiratory syndrome coronavirus. Microbiol. Mol. Biol. Rev. 2005, 69, 635–664. 
2.  Bender, S.J.; Weiss, S.R. Pathogenesis of murine coronavirus in the central nervous system.   
J. Neuroimmune Pharmacol. 2010, 5, 336–354. 
3.  Perlman, S.; Netland, J. Coronaviruses post-SARS: Update on replication and pathogenesis. Nat. 
Rev. Microbiol. 2009, 7, 439–450. 
4.  Bergmann, C.C.; Lane, T.E.; Stohlman, S.A. Coronavirus infection of the central nervous system: 
Host-virus stand-off. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2006, 4, 121–132. 
5.  Templeton, S.P.; Perlman, S. Pathogenesis of acute and chronic central nervous system infection 
with variants of mouse hepatitis virus, strain JHM. Immunol. Res. 2007, 39, 160–172. 
6.  Lane, T.E.; Hosking, M.P. The pathogenesis of murine coronavirus infection of the central 
nervous system. Crit. Rev. Immunol. 2010, 30, 119–130. 
7.  Roth-Cross, J.K.; Bender, S.J.; Weiss, S.R. Murine coronavirus mouse hepatitis virus is 
recognized by MDA5 and induces type I interferon in brain macrophages/microglia. J. Virol. 
2008, 82, 9829–9838. 
8.  Jacques, A.; Bleau, C.; Turbide, C.; Beauchemin, N.; Lamontagne, L. Macrophage interleukin-6 
and tumour necrosis factor-alpha are induced by coronavirus fixation to Toll-like receptor 
2/heparan sulphate receptors but not carcinoembryonic cell adhesion antigen 1a. Immunology 
2009, 128, e181–e192. Viruses 2012, 4  920 
 
 
9.  Zhou, H.; Zhao, J.; Perlman, S. Autocrine interferon priming in macrophages but not dendritic 
cells results in enhanced cytokine and chemokine production after coronavirus infection. MBio 
2010, 1, doi:10.1128/mBio.00219-10. 
10.  Nicholls, J.M.; Poon, L.L.; Lee, K.C.; Ng, W.F.; Lai, S.T.; Leung, C.Y.; Chu, C.M.; Hui, P.K.; 
Mak, K.L.; Lim, W.; Yan, K.W.; Chan, K.H.; Tsang, N.C.; Guan, Y.; Yuen, K.Y.; Peiris, J.S. 
Lung pathology of fatal severe acute respiratory syndrome. Lancet 2003, 361, 1773–1778. 
11.  Frieman, M.; Heise, M.; Baric, R. SARS coronavirus and innate immunity. Virus Res. 2008, 133, 
101–112. 
12. Cervantes-Barragan, L.; Zust, R.; Weber, F.; Spiegel, M.; Lang, K.S.; Akira, S.; Thiel, V.; 
Ludewig, B. Control of coronavirus infection through plasmacytoid dendritic-cell-derived type I 
interferon. Blood 2007, 109, 1131–1137. 
13.  Ireland, D.D.; Stohlman, S.A.; Hinton, D.R.; Atkinson, R.; Bergmann, C.C. Type I interferons are 
essential in controlling neurotropic coronavirus infection irrespective of functional CD8 T cells. 
J. Virol. 2008, 82, 300–310. 
14.  Cervantes-Barragan, L.; Kalinke, U.; Zust, R.; Konig, M.; Reizis, B.; Lopez-Macias, C.; Thiel, V.; 
Ludewig, B. Type I IFN-mediated protection of macrophages and dendritic cells secures control 
of murine coronavirus infection. J. Immunol. 2009, 182, 1099–1106. 
15.  Rose, K.M.; Weiss, S.R. Murine coronavirus cell type dependent interaction with the type I 
interferon response. Viruses 2009, 1, 689–712. 
16.  Ye, Y.; Hauns, K.; Langland, J.O.; Jacobs, B.L.; Hogue, B.G. Mouse hepatitis coronavirus A59 
nucleocapsid protein is a type I interferon antagonist. J. Virol. 2007, 81, 2554–2563. 
17.  Clementz, M.A.; Chen, Z.; Banach, B.S.; Wang, Y.; Sun, L.; Ratia, K.; Baez-Santos, Y.M.; 
Wang, J.; Takayama, J.; Ghosh, A.K.; Li, K.; Mesecar, A.D.; Baker, S.C. Deubiquitinating   
and interferon antagonism activities of coronavirus papain-like proteases. J. Virol. 2010,  84, 
4619–4629. 
18. Sun, Z.; Li, Y.; Ransburgh, R.; Snijder, E.J.; Fang, Y. Nonstructural protein 2 of porcine 
reproductive and respiratory syndrome virus inhibits the antiviral function of interferon-stimulated 
gene 15. J. Virol. 2012, 86, 3839–3850. 
19.  Baum, A.; Garcia-Sastre, A. Induction of type I interferon by RNA viruses: Cellular receptors and 
their substrates. Amino Acids 2010, 38, 1283–1299. 
20.  Kawai, T.; Akira, S. The role of pattern-recognition receptors in innate immunity: Update on 
Toll-like receptors. Nat. Immunol. 2010, 11, 373–384. 
21.  Kawai, T.; Akira, S. Toll-like receptors and their crosstalk with other innate receptors in infection 
and immunity. Immunity 2011, 34, 637–650. 
22.  Arpaia, N.; Barton, G.M. Toll-like receptors: Key players in antiviral immunity. Curr. Opin. 
Virol. 2011, 1, 447–454. 
23.  Dietrich, N.; Lienenklaus, S.; Weiss, S.; Gekara, N.O. Murine toll-like receptor 2 activation 
induces type I interferon responses from endolysosomal compartments. PLoS One 2010,  5, 
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0010250. 
24.  Kagan, J.C.; Su, T.; Horng, T.; Chow, A.; Akira, S.; Medzhitov, R. TRAM couples endocytosis 
of Toll-like receptor 4 to the induction of interferon-beta. Nat. Immunol. 2008, 9, 361–368. Viruses 2012, 4  921 
 
 
25. Barbalat, R.; Lau, L.; Locksley, R.M.; Barton, G.M. Toll-like receptor 2 on inflammatory 
monocytes induces type I interferon in response to viral but not bacterial ligands. Nat. Immunol. 
2009, 10, 1200–1207. 
26.  Mamane, Y.; Heylbroeck, C.; Genin, P.; Algarte, M.; Servant, M.J.; LePage, C.; DeLuca, C.; 
Kwon, H.; Lin, R.; Hiscott, J. Interferon regulatory factors: The next generation. Gene 1999, 237, 
1–14. 
27. Isogawa, M.; Robek, M.D.; Furuichi, Y.; Chisari, F.V. Toll-like receptor signaling inhibits 
hepatitis B virus replication in vivo. J. Virol. 2005, 79, 7269–7272. 
28.  Boivin, N.; Sergerie, Y.; Rivest, S.; Boivin, G. Effect of pretreatment with toll-like receptor 
agonists in a mouse model of herpes simplex virus type 1 encephalitis. J. Infect. Dis. 2008, 198, 
664–672. 
29. Wong, J.P.; Christopher, M.E.; Viswanathan, S.; Karpoff, N.; Dai, X.; Das, D.; Sun, L.Q.;   
Wang, M.; Salazar, A.M. Activation of toll-like receptor signaling pathway for protection against 
influenza virus infection. Vaccine 2009, 27, 3481–3483. 
30.  Zhou, Y.; Wang, X.; Liu, M.; Hu, Q.; Song, L.; Ye, L.; Zhou, D.; Ho, W. A critical function of 
toll-like receptor-3 in the induction of anti-human immunodeficiency virus activities in 
macrophages. Immunology 2010, 131, 40–49. 
31.  Lee, J.; Wu, C.C.; Lee, K.J.; Chuang, T.H.; Katakura, K.; Liu, Y.T.; Chan, M.; Tawatao, R.; 
Chung, M.; Shen, C.; Cottam, H.B.; Lai, M.M.; Raz, E.; Carson, D.A. Activation of anti-hepatitis 
C virus responses via Toll-like receptor 7. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2006, 103, 1828–1833. 
32.  Schlaepfer, E.; Audige, A.; Joller, H.; Speck, R.F. TLR7/8 triggering exerts opposing effects in 
acute versus latent HIV infection. J. Immunol. 2006, 176, 2888–2895. 
33.  Jin, Y.H.; Kaneyama, T.; Kang, M.H.; Kang, H.S.; Koh, C.S.; Kim, B.S. TLR3 signaling is either 
protective or pathogenic for the development of Theiler’s virus-induced demyelinating disease 
depending on the time of viral infection. J. Neuroinflammation 2011, 8, doi:10.1186/1742-2094-
8-178. 
34.  Liang, Z.; Wu, S.; Li, Y.; He, L.; Wu, M.; Jiang, L.; Feng, L.; Zhang, P.; Huang, X. Activation of 
Toll-like receptor 3 impairs the dengue virus serotype 2 replication through induction of IFN-beta 
in cultured hepatoma cells. PLoS One 2011, 6, doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0023346. 
35. Sariol, C.A.; Martinez, M.I.; Rivera, F.; Rodriguez, I.V.; Pantoja, P.; Abel, K.; Arana, T.; 
Giavedoni, L.; Hodara, V.; White, L.J.; Anglero, Y.I.; Montaner, L.J.; Kraiselburd, E.N. 
Decreased dengue replication and an increased anti-viral humoral response with the use of 
combined Toll-like receptor 3 and 7/8 agonists in macaques. PLoS One 2011,  6, 
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0019323. 
36.  Khanolkar, A.; Hartwig, S.M.; Haag, B.A.; Meyerholz, D.K.; Harty, J.T.; Varga, S.M. Toll-like 
receptor 4 deficiency increases disease and mortality after mouse hepatitis virus type 1 infection 
of susceptible C3H mice. J. Virol. 2009, 83, 8946–8956. 
37.  Banerjee, S.; Narayanan, K.; Mizutani, T.; Makino, S. Murine coronavirus replication-induced 
p38 mitogen-activated protein kinase activation promotes interleukin-6 production and virus 
replication in cultured cells. J. Virol. 2002, 76, 5937–5948. 
38. Honda, K.; Taniguchi, T. IRFs: Master regulators of signalling by Toll-like receptors and 
cytosolic pattern-recognition receptors. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 2006, 6, 644–658. Viruses 2012, 4  922 
 
 
39.  Zhou, H.; Perlman, S. Mouse hepatitis virus does not induce Beta interferon synthesis and does 
not inhibit its induction by double-stranded RNA. J. Virol. 2007, 81, 568–574. 
40.  Zheng, D.; Chen, G.; Guo, B.; Cheng, G.; Tang, H. PLP2, a potent deubiquitinase from murine 
hepatitis virus, strongly inhibits cellular type I interferon production. Cell Res. 2008,  18,  
1105–1113. 
41.  Koetzner, C.A.; Kuo, L.; Goebel, S.J.; Dean, A.B.; Parker, M.M.; Masters, P.S. Accessory protein 
5a is a major antagonist of the antiviral action of interferon against murine coronavirus. J. Virol. 
2010, 84, 8262–8274. 
42. Wang, G.; Chen, G.; Zheng, D.; Cheng, G.; Tang, H. PLP2 of mouse hepatitis virus A59   
(MHV-A59) targets TBK1 to negatively regulate cellular type I interferon signaling pathway. 
PLoS One 2011, 6, doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0017192. 
43. Hu, X.; Chakravarty, S.D.; Ivashkiv, L.B. Regulation of interferon and Toll-like receptor 
signaling during macrophage activation by opposing feedforward and feedback inhibition 
mechanisms. Immunol. Rev. 2008, 226, 41–56. 
44.  Seo, S.H.; Webster, R.G. Tumor necrosis factor alpha exerts powerful anti-influenza virus effects 
in lung epithelial cells. J. Virol. 2002, 76, 1071–1076. 
45.  Barnard, D.L.; Day, C.W.; Bailey, K.; Heiner, M.; Montgomery, R.; Lauridsen, L.; Chan, P.K.; 
Sidwell, R.W. Evaluation of immunomodulators, interferons and known in vitro SARS-coV 
inhibitors for inhibition of SARS-coV replication in BALB/c mice. Antivir. Chem. Chemother. 
2006, 17, 275–284. 
46. Day, C.W.; Baric, R.; Cai, S.X.; Frieman, M.; Kumaki, Y.; Morrey, J.D.; Smee, D.F.;   
Barnard, D.L. A new mouse-adapted strain of SARS-CoV as a lethal model for evaluating 
antiviral agents in vitro and in vivo. Virology 2009, 395, 210–222. 
47. Gowen, B.B.; Wong, M.H.; Jung, K.H.; Sanders, A.B.; Mitchell, W.M.; Alexopoulou, L.;   
Flavell, R.A.; Sidwell, R.W. TLR3 is essential for the induction of protective immunity against 
Punta Toro Virus infection by the double-stranded RNA (dsRNA), poly(I:C12U), but not Poly(I:C): 
Differential recognition of synthetic dsRNA molecules. J. Immunol. 2007, 178, 5200–5208. 
48.  Montefiori, D.C.; Robinson, W.E., Jr.; Mitchell, W.M. Mismatched dsRNA (ampligen) induces 
protection against genomic variants of the human immunodeficiency virus type 1 (HIV-1) in a 
multiplicity of target cells. Antivir. Res. 1988, 9, 47–55. 
49. Essey, R.J.; McDougall, B.R.; Robinson, W.E., Jr. Mismatched double-stranded RNA   
(polyI-polyC(12)U) is synergistic with multiple anti-HIV drugs and is active against drug-sensitive 
and drug-resistant HIV-1 in vitro. Antivir. Res. 2001, 51, 189–202. 
50.  Padalko, E.; Nuyens, D.; de Palma, A.; Verbeken, E.; Aerts, J.L.; de Clercq, E.; Carmeliet, P.; 
Neyts, J. The interferon inducer ampligen [poly(I)-poly(C12U)] markedly protects mice against 
coxsackie B3 virus-induced myocarditis. Antimicrob. Agents Chemother. 2004, 48, 267–274. 
51. Julander, J.G.; Skirpstunas, R.; Siddharthan, V.; Shafer, K.; Hoopes, J.D.; Smee, D.F.;   
Morrey, J.D. C3H/HeN mouse model for the evaluation of antiviral agents for the treatment of 
Venezuelan equine encephalitis virus infection. Antiviral Res. 2008, 78, 230–241. 
52.  Ichinohe, T.; Ainai, A.; Tashiro, M.; Sata, T.; Hasegawa, H. PolyI:polyC12U adjuvant-combined 
intranasal vaccine protects mice against highly pathogenic H5N1 influenza virus variants. 
Vaccine 2009, 27, 6276–6279. Viruses 2012, 4  923 
 
 
53.  Navas-Martin, S.; Brom, M.; Chua, M.M.; Watson, R.; Qiu, Z.; Weiss, S.R. Replicase genes of 
murine coronavirus strains A59 and JHM are interchangeable: Differences in pathogenesis map to 
the 3' one-third of the genome. J. Virol. 2007, 81, 1022–1026. 
54.  Das Sarma, J.; Scheen, E.; Seo, S.H.; Koval, M.; Weiss, S.R. Enhanced green fluorescent protein 
expression may be used to monitor murine coronavirus spread in vitro and in the mouse central 
nervous system. J. Neurovirol. 2002, 8, 381–391. 
55.  Navas-Martin, S.; Hingley, S.T.; Weiss, S.R. Murine coronavirus evolution in vivo: Functional 
compensation of a detrimental amino acid substitution in the receptor binding domain of the spike 
glycoprotein. J. Virol. 2005, 79, 7629–7640. 
© 2012 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article 
distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/). 